UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
REGION 2
290 BROADWAY
NEW YORK, NEW YORK 10007-1866

July 31, 2008

BY ELECTRONIC MAIL AND REGULAR MAIL

Mr. Benn Lewis

Vice President

Airtek Environmental Corp.
39 West 38 Street, 12th Floor
New York, N.Y. 10018

Re: Comments on April 2008 Draft “Deconstructiimase”
for Fiterman Hall at 30 WesbBdway, New York, NY

Dear Mr. Lewis:

The United States Environmental Protection Age®dA) has reviewed the April
2008 draft “Deconstruction Phase” documents suleohitty letter dated April 25, 2008
by Airtek Environmental Corp. (Airtek) on behalf thie Dormitory Authority of the State
of New York (DASNY) and the City University of NeXork (CUNY) in order to
understand and evaluate the procedures for thedidaiction Phase”. EPA consulted
with the New York State Department of Labor (NYSDQ@Ind the New York City
Department of Environmental Protection (NYCDEP) @iite proposed draft
“Deconstruction Phase” documents for Fiterman Hall.

EPA'’s review of the draft “Deconstruction Phasetdments focused on
containment measures to control potential releabesntaminants, proper procedures
for air monitoring, and waste disposal. NYSDOL &dCDEP based their reviews on
the regulations related to performance of an asbgabject. The comments from EPA,
NYSDOL, and NYCDEP are provided as enclosuresislétier.

EPA'’s review of the draft “Deconstruction Phasetdments is not intended as a
review of any structural engineering and safetytemator of the means and methods for
any structural engineering matters and structwabdstruction of Fiterman Hall. EPA is
relying on the expertise of the New York City Depaent of Building (NYCDOB) in
these areas and on its oversight of all of thecairal engineering matters and structural
deconstruction related matters for this projedPAE comments on the draft
“Deconstruction Phase” documents are being sethetdlYCDOB.



In addition, EPA’s review of the draft “Deconsttion Phase” documents is not
intended as a review of the requirements for tloéggotion of worker safety and health or
for fire protection and safety at Fiterman HallPAis relying on the expertise of the
U.S. Department of Labor Occupational Safety andltieAdministration (OSHA) and
the New York City Fire Department (FDNY) in theseas, respectively. EPA’s
comments on the draft “Deconstruction Phase” docusnare also being sent to OSHA
and FDNY.

The regulators reserve the right to modify tha@ted comments and/or make
additional comments about the proposed work if méarmation becomes available or
information, currently known and considered, isrged in whole or in part during the
review process for the “Deconstruction Phase” damisiand during the “remediation
and deconstruction” phases of the project. Iretrent that the plans for the “remediation
and deconstruction” have to be supplemented orfreddis the project proceeds, the
regulators will review and may provide additionahuments after we review the
supplementary information and documents submittedehalf of DASNY/CUNY.

The following draft “Deconstruction Phase” docunsewere reviewed by EPA in
order to understand and evaluate the proceduréeddDeconstruction Phase”:

» Regulatory Submittal Part 1(D) — Deconstructiope@ation Work Plan, dated April
25, 2008

* Regulatory Submittal Part IV(D) — Deconstructihnase Waste Sampling and
Management Plan, dated April 25, 2008, and

» Regulatory Submittal Part 111(D) — Deconstructidealth and Safety Plan (HASP),
dated April 25, 2008

To explain the proposed revisions to the draft ‘@etruction Phase” documents in
support for the “remediation and deconstructionFaérman Hall, EPA requests that
DASNY/CUNY provide the regulators with a separasponse to each of the attached
comments that states: (1) whether the commentd&s incorporated into the revised
draft “Deconstruction Phase” documents; (2) if amaent has not been incorporated, the
reason it was not incorporated; and, (3) any aaldhtiiinformation that explains
DASNY/CUNY’s response to the attached commentsurYesponse to the attached
comments will facilitate the regulators’ review pess. In your response, kindly inform
the regulators of DASNY/CUNY’s schedule for submitthe revised draft
“Deconstruction Phase” documents in support oftbmediation and deconstruction” of
Fiterman Hall, and the other deliverables referdnnehis letter.



After DASNY/CUNY and its consultants have an oppaity to review the
regulators’ comments and this letter, please leknmav if you would like to discuss
them during a teleconference or meeting. We loowérd to your response to our
comments prior to the commencement of any “Decanstm Phase” work. If you have
any questions please contact Mr. Emmet Kevenemyostaff, at (212) 637-3459.

Sincerely,
/sl

Eatangelista
WToordinator
Né&terk City Response and Recovery Operations

Enclosure

cc: Richard Mendelson, OSHA w/encl.
Suzanne Mattei, NYSDEC w/encl.
Chris Alonge, NYSDOL w/encl.
Krish Radhakrishnan, NYCDEP w/encl.
Robert lulo, NYCDOB w/encl.
Mike Weinlein, FDNY, w/encl.
Richard Dalessio, DASNY w/encl.
Max Pizer, CUNY w/encl.
Benn Lewis, Airtek w/encl.



Regulatory Submittal Part I(D)
Deconstruction Operation Work Plan
Fiterman Hall — 30 West Broadway
New York, NY
Dated April 25, 2008

Section 1.0 General

1. The end of the second paragraph states tloavioly: “Prior to structural
deconstruction, the Building will have undergonmeeiation for the abatement of
environmental contaminants.” However, abatemetivieies will also be conducted
during the Deconstruction Phase and are discuasedih the Deconstruction Operation
Work Plan. Therefore, the aforementioned sentshoeld be rewritten since it gives the
inaccurate impression that all of the abatemenkwolt have been completed during the
Remediation Phase and prior to the start of theoBstcuction Phase.

Section 2.3 Requlatory Submittal Part V(D) — W&ampling and Management Plan

2. The last sentence of this section states tQatadity Assurance Project Plan (QAPP)
for the Deconstruction Phase Waste Sampling andalylement Plan (Deconstruction
WSMP) is included as Attachment D to the DeconsisndVSMP. Looking at the
Deconstruction WSMP plan, it appears the QAPP eafobnd in Attachment B. Please
revise this section accordingly.

Section 3.2 NYS DOL Notification; Section 3.4 NYEPNotification; and
Section 3.5 USEPA Noaotification

3. As indicated by NYSDOL and EPA to the buildim@wner and their representatives,
consultants, and contractors during a June 18, 2@@8ing the completion dates for, at a
minimum, the NYSDOL and the EPA notifications shlibbé updated. In addition, the
various notifications should be reviewed, and updats necessary, to ensure that all
relevant information is consistent between thefications. Please find below a few
areas where there may potentially be inconsisterméneen the notifications that should
be reviewed by the building’s owner to determingnd information should be updated:
work shift days and times, and start and end datescaffold erection and remediation
and deconstruction activities. The examples alaogeot all encompassing. Please
provide a complete update.

Section 5. Remaining Asbestos Containing Material & LimitedvEonmentally
Contaminated Items

4. This section states that one of the asbestuaioing materials (ACM) or
environmentally contaminated items remaining atethe of the Remediation Phase that
will require “environmentally controlled” removaudng the structural deconstruction
will be non-friable asbestos containing mastic enrpeter kneewall. This section
should be revised since Airtek and PAL have sulemhitt variance re-opener and



amendment to the Remediation Work Plan to addhesaltatement and removal of the
asbestos containing mastic on the perimeter knéeahg the Remediation Phase as
opposed to during the Deconstruction Phase. litiaddthe statement contradicts with
Section 7.6 (Facade Wall and Kneewall Removalhefl@econstruction Operation Work
Plan.

5. This section states that the removal procedorese non-friable asbestos containing
mastic on spandrel beams and the removal of spdaifie items and heavy machinery
items can be found in Sections 7.1 and 7.2. How&ection 7.1 discusses window
removals that do not pertain to the aforementidtesds. Please revise this section to
state the appropriate section(s) of the Deconstru@peration Work Plan that discusses
the procedures for the abovementioned items.

Section 6.3 Deconstruction Equipment

6. Reference is made to an Attachment H for ceetshof equipment. However, there is
no Attachment H included with the DeconstructionfVBlan. Please clarify and revise
the Deconstruction Work Plan accordingly.

7. This section states the following: “Fuel foqug@oment and torches will be stored in a
lockable cage exterior to the building on the vsidé of the site.” Reference is made to
the fuel storage cages which are located on Attachivi (Deconstruction Operations
Logistics Plan). The fuel storage cages for thgger and the acetylene appear to be in
the interior of the building as opposed to the eatef the building as stated in Section
6.3. Please clarify the location of these cagélsranise the section and/or the drawing in
Attachment V accordingly and any drawings which mefgrence these storage areas in
the Deconstruction Phase Waste Sampling and Maregetan (e.g., Attachment C).

SECTION 7.0 — DECONSTRUCTION PROCESS

8. Please clarify in this section if abatemenivédas are proposed to be conducted on
floors below a given upper floor that may be underg deconstruction activities since
this section discusses a procedure known as a ‘ingddke” methodology where
activities may be conducted on floors below thdsers undergoing
deconstruction/demolition activities above .

Section 7.2.1 Assumed Contaminated Heavy Mach&&guipment

9. Please provide further clarity and detailsfmdsbestos air sampling proposed to be
conducted in addition to the community air monitgrduring the movement of the
assumed contaminated machinery and equipmentexamnple, how will the number of
samples to be collected be determined for the Sxéa(ound the perimeter of the area of
origin of the wrapped items” and “around the wdstgling area”? Where will samples
be collected “along the route taken to deliverwiapped materials to the waste loading
area” since a portion of the route is via the cPane



10. Please clarify in this section if the wastatemer areas specified on both West
Broadway and Greenwich Street in the diagram od¢ktiment V (Deconstruction
Operation Logistics Plan) are to be the waste lmpdreas for the assumed contaminated
machinery and equipment once the material is brodgwn to ground level with the use
of the crane.

11. Please provide contingency procedures for livnd situation where the poly
wrapped heavy machinery and equipment has beenroamged during prepping,
transport, etc.

12. The last paragraph of this section statefofleving: “the last set of during samples
run for any work operation will serve as final samples for that operation unless there is
an exceedance of the 70 s/mm standard for any sampkhe case of any exceedance, a
set of final air samples will be run in the aredlef exceedance and work practices will
be reviewed in an effort to determine the caudgh@kxceedance.” Please provide

clarity on the procedures that will be in-placéhiére is an exceedance of 70 s/mm
standard for any sample during the removal of §siaed contaminated machinery and
equipment.

Section 7.3 Removal of Penthouse/Mechanical Levels

13. The last sentence of this paragraph statedsllbeving: “If any steel beams are
found to be impacted by ACM mastic, the asbestaseghent procedure outlined in
Section 7.6.2 will be performed.” There is no ®e8t.6.2. Please revise this sentence
to state the appropriate section where the proesdian be found.

Section 7.7 Removal of Perimeter Columns and Seaidtams (Incl. ACM Abatement)

14. This section states the following: “Spandrehms will be detached from the
columns by torch cutting at column connection poinhere there is no ACM mastic
present leaving the spandrel beam on top of treipized section of the floor slab.”
Please clarify if there is ACM mastic present &t ¢blumn connection points. What is
the procedure to be used if there is ACM mastisgmeat the column connection points
with the spandrel beams?

15. The fourth paragraph states the followinga the first method, the detached beams
will be wrapped in 6-mil poly with the non-friabRRCM mastic intact and prepped for
rigging.” Please clarify in this section how maayers of poly are planned to be used to
wrap the aforementioned material.

16. The fourth paragraph states the following:rfiReed mastic debris will be placed
directly into 6-mil asbestos bags. The bags wilsbaled with duct tape and placed into a
second 6-mil asbestos bag. The second bag willllbesealed with duct tape.” Please
clarify in this section if the outer surface of f{fsecond) bag will be HEPA vacuumed
and wet-wiped prior to transport out of the wor&aar



17. Please provide further clarity and detailgtlmnasbestos air sampling proposed to be
conducted in addition to the community air monitgti For example, how will the
number of samples to be collected be determinethéoarea(s) “around the perimeter of
the area of origin of the spandrel beams to besteared” and “around the waste loading
area”? Where will samples be collected “alongrthée taken to deliver the cut spandrel
beams to the waste loading area” since a portidheofoute may be either via the crane
or via debris chutes?

18. Please clarify in this section if the wastatemer areas specified on both West
Broadway and Greenwich Street in the diagram od¢ktiment V (Deconstruction
Operation Logistics Plan) are to be the waste lupdreas.

19. The second to last paragraph of this sectisrudses asbestos air sampling for the
transportation/movement of the spandrel beams ouict ground level. Please provide
further clarity in this section on if the proposadsampling pertains to both spandrel
beams being transferred with and without the ACMIngjsel mastic to the ground level
with the use of the crane and debris chutes. diitiad, please clarify in this section if
the proposed air sampling scheme also pertairfgeteeimoval of, and transportation of,
the ACM spandrel mastic in bags to the ground lex#l the use of the crane.

20. The second to last paragraph of this sectatesthe following: “the last set of
during samples run for any work operation will geas final air samples for that
operation unless there is an exceedance of thé@ standard for any sample. In the
case of any exceedance, a set of final air samplelse run in the area of the
exceedance and work practices will be reviewedieffort to determine the cause of the
exceedance.” Please provide clarity on the praesdihat will be in-place if there is an
exceedance of 70 s/mm standard for any sampleglth@nwork operation.

Section 8.0 Shafts and Chutes

21. The third sentence of this section state$aleving: “Chuting of asbestos
containing materials will be prohibited at all tisméuring the deconstruction operation.”
It is recommended that “and assumed contaminatéeriais” be added to this sentence
after “asbestos containing materials” since thimtes used throughout the
Deconstruction Operation Work Plan with regarduchsitems, but may not be limited
to, heavy machinery and equipment wrapped in poiind the remediation phase
operations.

Attachment VIl Asbestos Survey Table

22. This table discusses the following items #tiditremain to be abated during the
deconstruction phase: fiber glass materials omeater walls, felt materials on
perimeter walls, flashing mastic on beams, andkotdath material on beams. However,
the Deconstruction Operation Work Plan does notideoany details on how these
materials will be handled, managed, stored, andparted from the site. Please revise



the Deconstruction Operation Work Plan and its &ttaent 1X (Asbestos Location
Drawings) to include this information.

23. The Deconstruction Operation Work Plan shqudit/ide contingency procedures for
handling a situation where unanticipated contaneih@ust and/or debris are encountered
during the Deconstruction Phase.



Regulatory Submittal Part 1V(D)
Deconstruction Phase
Waste Sampling and Management Plan
Fiterman Hall — 30 West Broadway
New York, NY
Dated April 25, 2008

Section 2.1 Asbestos-containing Materials

1. This subsection of Section 2.0, or an addilisn&-category of Section 2.0, should
include run-off water from abatement activities ahdwer/decon water as anticipated
waste streams for the project.

Section 2.3 Conventional Deconstruction Waste

2. This section should be revised to remove ratexd¢o “bagged roof ballast” since there
currently is a New York State Department of Lalldy¥SDOL) variance re-opener
proposal to remove the roof ballast during the R#iat®n Phase as part of the Office of
the Chief Medical Examiner (OCME) Potential Humasmiin (PHR) search activities.

Section 2.4 Unanticipated Waste Materials

3. Please confirm that the liquids referencedis section for filtration and disposal to
the New York City Sewer are unanticipated liquid$ previously characterized and do
not relate to run-off water and shower/decon waitan abatement activities occurring

during the Deconstruction Phase.

Section 4.2 WTC Dust-contaminated Building Comptnen

4. The Deconstruction Phase Waste Sampling anaftanent Plan (Deconstruction
WSMP) states the following: “Heavy equipment atioko items deemed uncleanable
that have been wrapped and left behind during gradrliation Phase will be assumed to
be ACM waste and will not be further tested.” Bkealarify the results of the previous
sampling that was conducted on this waste streatd#étermined it should be handled
and managed solely as ACM waste.

Section 4.3 Conventional Deconstruction Waste

5. Section 4.3 discusses liquid waste as a “cdios@ad deconstruction waste” but
Section 2.3 (Conventional Deconstruction WastdahefDeconstruction WSMP does not
discuss liquid waste streams. Section 2.3 onlyuises numerous solid waste streams.
Please provide clarity in this section on why thisrer is not a need for further testing of
those solid waste streams specified in Sectiora® 3art of the Deconstruction Phase.



6. Why are liquids used during abatement actwitiategorized and referenced under a
section titled “conventional deconstruction waste”?

7. The following sentence is incoherent and shbelde-written to provide clarity: “No
further testing of this category of waste will lnducted unless a condition is observed
that renders the presents the CharacterizationreRkasediation process liquids from
throughout the interior of the building and the al@mination unit shower water were
tested and confirmed to be below RCRA/TSCA limitdl @etermined to meet NYC
Sewer Discharge Criteria.”

8. This section discusses remediation procesgliguom throughout the interior of the
building and the decontamination unit shower wHtat were tested and compared to
RCRA/TSCA standards and NYC Sewer Discharge CaiteRlease provide clarity in the
Deconstruction WSMP on the conclusions drawn ferRemediation process liquids
collected to date from the exterior wash liquid&fballast liquids, and any other
remediation process liquids determined by the Oigriemvironmental Consultant to be
from an uncharacterized source during the Remedi&hase that were captured,
drummed, and stored in the secure waste storadigyfadth secondary containment

until analytical testing were completed as desctipedetail in Section 4.3 (Remediation
Process Liquids) of the Remediation Phase Wast@Bajrand Management Plan.

9. The Deconstruction WSMP should be reviseddafglthe final disposal option for
liquids generated and/or used during abatementitaes$i during the Deconstruction
Phase, such as, but may not be limited to, runvafer and shower water/decon water.
Section 4.3 of the Deconstruction WSMP discussedNgw York City Sewer Discharge
criteria and the criteria for dewatering permitsetappear to imply that such waste
streams are proposed to be disposed into the sdfvs, please clarify in the
Deconstruction WSMP if there are any other engingerontrols planned to be used
prior to discharge into the sewer. In additiongtiee 7.7 of the Deconstruction
Operation Work Plan states that runoff water wélldmntainerized and decontaminated
for disposal as asbestos waste or in accordanbeanit waste characterization results
which appears to contradict with the assumed fimgdosal option implied in the
Deconstruction WSMP. Please clarify and revisel@luments which pertain to the
subject of liquids pertaining to abatement typevaets during the Deconstruction Phase.
Lastly, if the liquids will be drummed for finalsposal off-site, the Deconstruction
WSMP should be revised to note the storage aréa(H)is waste stream prior to its final
disposal off-site.

Section 4.4 Heavy Equipment

10. This section states the following: “Heavy guent is considered ACM-
contaminated as are all other interior componésfurther testing will be conducted.”
Based on earlier sections of the Deconstruction WS8dich as, but not limited to,
Section 4.2 (WTC Dust-Contaminated Building Compusg only heavy equipment and
items identified in Section 2.2 of the DeconstrmectiWSMP that were deemed un-
cleanable and wrapped in two layers of poly dutirgRemediation Phase were to be



handled and managed as asbestos waste, at a minduating the Deconstruction Phase.
Please provide further clarity on the language ifipelan this section.

11. Please clarify in this section what are thiéo interior components” referenced in
this section that will be assumed ACM-contaminated will be removed, handled, and
disposed properly during the Deconstruction Ph&ter sections of the Deconstruction
Phase documents submitted in April 2008 may havetevised to address these “other
interior components” that will be removed, handlang disposed properly during the
Deconstruction Phase as opposed to the RemedRiiase.

Section 6.1 Asbestos-containing Materials Waste

12. This section states that waste containingsasbevill be stored in a lockable six-
walled ACM waste container in the Greenwich Stfeeé closure. However, this
statement conflicts with the drawing specified tashment C (Waste Loading/Storage
Areas — Logistics Plan) of the Deconstruction WSWHHch notes three container storage
areas: one in the Greenwich Street lane closutévam on West Broadway. Please
clarify where this waste stream and any other wsiseams generated and stored on-site
will be stored and revise the Deconstruction WSM&/ar Attachment C as necessary.
This comment also applies to the Deconstructionr&@me Work Plan and/or its
Attachment V (Deconstruction Operation Logisticari!

Section 6.4 Unanticipated (Other) Waste

13. This section states that materials not preslyocategorized will be characterized as
detailed in Section 4.10. However, there is naiBea.10. Please clarify the
appropriate Section where the aforementioned irddion can be found.

Section 8.0 Travel Routes and Attachment A: W\Rstees

14. Attachment A (Waste Routes) states that theidig pertains to the waste route for
the Remediation Phase. Please clarify if Attactimeis the proposed waste route for
the Deconstruction Phase or the Remediation Phakesaise the drawing accordingly to
address the waste route for the Deconstructiond?has

15. Section 6.1 of the Deconstruction WSMP stHtaswaste containing asbestos will
be stored in a lockable six-walled ACM waste careain the Greenwich Street lane
closure. However, this statement conflicts witleti®a 8.0 and the drawing specified in
Attachment A of the Deconstruction WSMP which ndtes waste will be collected
from two locations at the building: from the weste of the site on Greenwich Street
and on the east side of site on West BroadwayasBlelarify if there will be more than
one storage and pick-up location for waste stregenerated during the Deconstruction
Phase and revise the Deconstruction WSMP and/acithent A as necessary.



Section 9.0 Disposal Facilities

16. Please clarify the asbestos waste transpartkis section and ensure that the
information is consistent with the waste transparteormation specified in the EPA
Notification (Attachment IIl) and the NYCDEP Not#tion (Attachment 1V) to the
Deconstruction Work Plan.

17. Please be cognizant that if additional waseams are encountered during the
Deconstruction Phase such as, but may not be tintehazardous waste and PCBs
referenced in Sections 7.0 and 10.0 of the Decoctstn WSMP, Sections 6.0 and 9.0
should be revised, at a minimum, to note the pregpasorage location and the
transporter(s) and disposal facilities.



